THE TRAGEDY OF RAMSAY MACDONALD
dominated by the ideas of revolution." The General Strike
works in a totally different way from ordinary strikes. It
empties markets ; it raises prices ; it stifles consumption
throughout the whole community. What does that mean ?,
It hits the poor people heaviest, the middle classes next,
and the rich least of all.'
Everyone who knew MacDonald knew that these had been
his opinions on the sympathetic strike. Indeed, it was that
fact that made his appearance on the conference platform the
more welcome. A man who had opposed strikes was there
supporting a resolution in favour of the biggest strike in
British history. It looked like a dramatic renunciation.
In Answers of 22 and 29 May 1926, MacDonald wrote a
powerful denunciation of the General Strike.
' The country will not have it/ he wrote. * If the
General Strike is the only grand manifestation of Trade
Union power, God help Trade Unionism and God help the
workers who trust to it for a redress of their own grievances.'
A few days after the Strike had been called off, MacDonald
wrote as follows in the Socialist Review :
e The General Strike is a weapon that cannot be wielded
for industrial purposes. It is clumsy and ineffectual. It
has no goal which, when reached, can be regarded as victory.
So to-day some critics who have responsibility for nothing
blame the General Council; some blame the miners. The
real blame is with the General Strike itself and those who
preached it without considering it and induced the workers
to blunder into it.*
MacDonald was not a member of the negotiating Committee
between the Government and the T.U.C, Indeed, Thomas,
defending MacDonakTs non-intervention, said : * MacDonald
was asked by the miners to keep clear of it, They did not
want him.5 He had, however, kept in close touch with all
concerned.
On the Monday evening, just before the zero hour of the
strike, MacDonald, with Arthur Henderson and the full
General Council of the T.U.C., went to meet the Premier at
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